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RECEIVED 
CENTRALm CENTER 

RFMARKS JUN 2 5 2007 

1. General 

The issues outstanding in Hie instant application are as foUows: 

> The disclosure is objected to for infonnalitiea; 

> ciMHXS 1-6 stand rejectedunder 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragr^h; and 

> Claims 1-13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by anticipated 
by Bruchner et a\.. United States Patent Number 5,820,503 (hereinafter Bruchner). 
Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections and requests reconsideration in light of 

the amendments presented above and Hie arguments presetted below. Claims 143 are currently 
pending intbis aq[>plicalion. 

II. Objections to the Disclosure 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for pointing out tlie typogr^hical error appearing 
in line 19 of page 2 of Ibe specification. Tins typographical error is corrected above. 

III. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §11: ^1 'jpfond naraeraph 

In the interest of avoiding the iise of "improvement" language, which the Office Action 
seems to indicate renders claims 1 -6 of the present application indefinite, Applicant has amended 
claims 1-6 above to direct these claims to a "locked-center idler** rather than an "improved locked- 
center idler" or "improvements," as pieviously claimed. 

i ry. Reiectians under 35 U.S.C._§J 02 

As noted, claims 1-13 stand rssjected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Bruchner. Applicant respectfully trav«^ these rejections for the reasons advanced below. 

It is well settled that to anticijpate a clahn, a reference must teach every element of the 
claim, sec M.P.E.P. § 2131. Moreover, in order for a reference to be anticipatory under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102 with respect to a claim, '*[t]b6 elements must be arranged as required by the claim," see 
M.P.E.P. §2131,citing/»«5on<f. l5US.P.Q.2d 1566(Ped.Cir. 1990). Furthermore, in order 
forareference to be anticipatory under 35 U-S.C. § 102 with respect to a claim, "[t]be identical 
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invention must be shown In as complete detaU as is contained in the . . . daim," see M.P.E.P. § 
2m.a^Richc.dsony.S^^MotorCo.,9V.S.?.Q.^^^^^ Applicant 
rospccmv asserts that tiie rejections do not satisfy one or more of these requirements as detailed 
below, particularly in Ughl of the ameiwllments presented above. 

Independent claims 1 and 7, as jonended, redte "a dual fimction festeoa: that fixes said 

idler to a mount and that fectionally engages said tension adjusting member to adjust tension of 

said puUey on a power trmismission belt as said festener is tightened 

mount." Tbe amendments to these clai^is, made to clarify the natare of a "dual function festener," 
as originally defined in the specification, are supported at least in the paragraph beginning on line 
24 of page 4 of the present specification. Also, independent claim 13, is amended above to, recite 
"said dual fimction fastener fiidionally engaging said tension adjusting member" and "applying 
tension to said power transmission belt by applying a tightening torque to said dual fimction 
fastener and tiicrtby ftictionally engaging and rotating said tension adjusting member." Applicant 
respectfiilly contends that Bruckner does not disclose at least tbe above recited elements of claims 
1, 7 and 13. 

Hie present Office Action asserts that "It is apparent that as the festener (5/6) fixes the 
idler to the mount, the bearing mount (3) wiU actually rotate in the direction of the turning action 
of die fastener due to frictional torque between the contact sutfeces of the fastener and the bearing 
mount thereby inherently tensioning Oift the belt." 

However, at column 3, lines 29-33, Bmchner describes providing final tension by stating: 
-Wiflithe help of a wrench applied to the wrench-application surface 12, the bearing pin 3 is tiien 
turned around the eccentric 5 in »«ti.c loclcwise direction beyond die top dead center of the bearing 
pin 3" (emphasis added). Later in the :5ame paragraph, Bruchner describes "that the bearing pin 3 
docs not need to be held tight till it is :5xed on the protective plate by tightening tixe screw 5 .» 
Thus, it is apparent that Bruchner does not teach 'that as the fastener (5/6) fixes the idler to the 
mount, the bearing mount (3) will act jaUy rotate in the direction of tiie turning action of the 
festener due to frictional torque betwjsen the contact surfeces of the fastener and the bearing 
mount thereby inherentiy tensioning ontiie belt." Rather, it is clear fiiom the teachings of 
Bruchner, beginning on line 14 of column 3, tiiat bearing pin 3 is free to rotate until it is rotated 
anticlockwiseCntheloosemngc&ectionforscrew5)usingwienchflats 12. to its final tensioning 
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position, wherehisthenWtoplatelusing screws. Tl.us,sciew5of5r».^^^ 
fictionally engage a tension «iiusting member to adjust teDSton of a pulley on a power 
transimsdon belt, or the like, as claimed by the present independent claims. 

For at least the foregoing reasons. 5r«cAn«r faib to teach aU elements of 
claims 1 . 7 and 13, particularly as amended,. Hence, Applicant respectfuUy asserts that at least for 
at least the above reasons independent claims 1, 7 and 1 3 are patentable over the 35 U.S.C. § 102 
rejections of record. Fvirthemiore, then: are great difiFetenceS between claim 1, 7 or 13 and art 
of record, and a person of ordinary skill in the art considering the prior art would not find these 
differences obvious. 

Claims 2-6 each nhimately depend ftom independent claim 1 and claims 8-12 each 
ultimately depend ftom independent claim 7. Thus, each of claims 2-6 and 8-12 inherit all 
elements of claims 1 and 7, respectively. Therefore, for at Jeastthe reasons advanced above in 
addressing the anticipation rejection of claims 1 and 7. each of claims 2-6 and 8-12 set forth 
features and dements not recited by B,-uch:er. Hence. AppUcant respectfuUy asserts that claims 
2-6 and 8-12 are also patentable over the 35 U.S.C. § 102 rejection of record. 

Furthemxore, many of claims 2-6 and 8-12 contain elements nottaught or suggested by 
Bruchner. For example, even if Bruchner could be said to teach or suggest a tension adjusting 
member comprising a reaction friction surface and a resistance friction surfece as recited in claims 
3 and 9, Bruchner clearly fails to teach or suggest that the reaction friction suifece cooperates with 
a reaction mating surface of a dual foriction fastener to produce a reaction torque upon said 
tension adjusting member greater tiiari a resistance torque produced by a cooperation of the said 
iesistancefnctionsurfac6witiiamounting$urface,suchasrecitedinclaims4and 10. Clearly 

any reaction torque produced by friction of head 6 of boh 5 of Bruchner with pin 3 would not be 
greater than the friction between the base and plate 1 . Thus, at least dependent claims 4 and 1 0 
ate furflier patentable over tiie rejections of recotd. 



V. Conclusion 

For all tiie reasons presented above, the pending claims, at least as amended above, 
distinguish over the prior art ofrecord under 35 U.S.C. § 1Q2 and, comply witii the provisions of 
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35U.S.C. §112. Accordingly, Applicant submitstbat this appBcatioixis in 
allowance. 

AppUcantbeUevesnofee^sdue^viththisresponseas^tisbeingfiledonthefi^stM 
follo^ving the due date of Jmie 23,2007, >«bich fen onaSaturday. However, i^^ 
charge Deposit AccountNo. 07-0475, from which the undersigned is authorized to draw. 

AppUcant respectfuUy requests that the Examiner call the below listed attorney if the 
Examiner beUeves that the attorney can helpful in tesolvjng any remaining issues or can otherwise 
be belpftil in expediting prosecution of the present application.. 



Rc^ctfiilly submitted. 




Date: June 25, 2007 

'^erryL. Maliurin 
Attorney for the Applicant 
Reg. No, 34,661 
The Gates Corporation 
IP Law Department 10- A3 
1551 Wewatta Street 
Denver, CO 80202 

JP* ^, . (303)744-5796 
Denver, Colorado ^ ^ 
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